
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

iJEG 2 ~ 

REPLY TO THE A TIENTION OF: 

Larry I. Sperling 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Enforcement 
RCRA Division 
401 M Street, s.w. 
washington, D.C. 

Re: United States v. Ekco Housewares, Inc. 

Dear Larry: 

In the past few weeks there has been some activity, at least 
on the government's end, in this case. I though you would 
appreciate an update. 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter from John Grady, DOJ, to the 
attorney for Ekco and American Home Products (Ekco's former 
parent which has to date assumed the responsibility of defending 
the litigation). In this letter, Grady extends a settlement 
offer of $1.74 million, a reduction from the United States' 
original offer of $2.179 million. We have not yet received any 
response to this settlement offer from Ekco's attorney. 

Copies of new penalty calculation summary sheets are also 
enclosed. These new calculations were prepared by Sally Averill 
of Region V's RCRA program office and reviewed by me. Before DOJ 
made a lower settlement offer, Sally and I decided it was 
necessary for new penalty calculations to be made. As you can 
see, the new penalty calculation--for settlement purposes and 
without accounting for litigation risk--is just over $1.7 
million, slightly less than the recent settlement offer made by 
DOJ. The rationale used to reduce the penalty to this amount is 
the United States' consideration of the corrective action 
activities which Ekco has been performing at the site since 
approximately 1988; these activities include performing a RFI/CMS 
pursuant to a RCRA Section 3008(h) corrective action order, 
groundwater monitoring, and possibly--I cannot recall for 
certain--groundwater pumping to stabilize a known plume of 
contamination. We think that using this rationale is consistent 
with the RCRA Penalty Policy's stated penalty-setting factor of 
"efforts at remediation or the degree of cooperation evidenced by 
the facility" (Policy at p. 19). The practical effect was that 
we brought down the gravity-based and multi-day components of 
each of the three separate penalties to the lower range of the 
Major-Major matrices cells (from $22,500 down to $21,250 for the 
gravity-based component and from $3000 down to $2250 for the 
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multi-day component). This reduction also affected the dollar 
amount of the 10% adjustment factor. We also recalculated the 
economic benefit using the hew WACC discount rate of 11 . 9%, 
resulting in a small reduction of the penalty . 

One legal issue has arisen in the case . Owing to what I 
view as a mix-up between me and Grady, neither of us sent a copy 
of the Complaint to the State of Ohio contemporaneous with the 
filing of the Complaint . Yet Section 3008 of RCRA requires that, 
when a RCRA violation occurs in a State which has been authorized 
to administer a hazardous waste management program in lieu of the 
Federal program, the u.s . EPA shall give notice to the State in 
which such violation has occurred prior to commencing a civil 
action. Ekco•s attorney has raised this notice issue with Grady, 
and DOJ is concerned about it. At this point our strategy is to 
argue that, although U.S. EPA did not send a copy of the 
Complaint or a formal notice of the filing of this action to Ohio 
prior to or contemporaneous with the filing, before the action 
was filed u.s. EPA personnel did have various communica~ions with 
OEPA personnel to discuss the pending action and that OEPA was 
aware that the action was going to be filed. An OEPA employee 
will be able to testify to her knowledge that the United States 
was planning to file this action. Perhaps you can let me know 
whether you are aware of this notice issue arising in other cases 
and how it was handled . (Of course, all of this should be kept 
confidential.) 

If you have any thoughts on any of these matters, please 
telephone me at (312) 886- 7167. 

cc: Sal ly Averill , OR Region V 
John Grady, DOJ 

acqueline Kline 
Regional Counsel 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

(-----

Attorney General 

Lee Fisher 

PAUL VANDERMEER 

MEMORANDUM 

OHIO EPA/DHWM/CL~ PLAN REVIEW 

RETANTO Aj RUCKE~ 
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 

DECEMBER 7, 1992 

lntheMatterof:EkcoHousewares,lnc.', Case No. 89-HW-008; 
Compromise/Settlement Negotiations 

/ RE~.E~SE~.O. 
F: • ../J u . k, 

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRWT~ COMMUNICATIONRIN # .. ~.£::~ ~?) 
l!itnt.J.S IT[C- ' .. 

Attached is the December 3, 1992 response of Applicant Ekco 
Housewares, Inc. ("Ekco") to the Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency's initial offer of settlement submitted to 
Ekco November 20, 1992. Ekco's response involves the 
conditional closure plan approval attached to the November 
20th settlement offer. Please review Ekco' s response and 
contact me by Friday, December 11, 1992 with your concerns 
and/or questions. 

If you have any questions prior to December 11M, please 
do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you, in advance, for your 
attention to this matter. 

RAjR 

Attachment 

cc: John Mack, Ohio EPA/Legal 
Randy Meyer, OEPA/DHWM/TAS 
Karen Nesbit, OEPA/NEDO/DHWM 

2958E.l6 

State Office Tower I 30 East Broad Street I Columbus, Ohio 43266-0410 
An Equal Opportunity Employer 
{)Printed on Recycled Paper 





ATTACHMENT 

WILLKIE FARR& ll-ALLAGHER 

December 3, 1992 

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Retanio Aj Rucker, Esquire 
Assistant Attorney General 
State Office Tower 
30 East Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0410 

Re: Ekco Housewares, Inc. 
No. 89-HW-008 

Dear Retanio: 

Washington, DC 

New York 

London 

Paris 

Further to our conversation yesterday regarding OEPA's 
conditional approval of Ekco's closure plan, Harold Byer, 
Ekco's consultant, discussed OEPA's condition with Paul 
Vandermeer. Based upon those discussions, Ekco proposes that 
the following be added to the end of the language of the 
condition set forth on page two of Director Schregardus' letter 
to Pat Wells (the new language is underscored): 

Ekco shall ensure that the background clean 
standards presented for the fill material are 
applied only to fill material affected by the 
impoundment. If Ekco discovers natural soils 
(clay, till, etc.) which may be contaminated, 
then a background clean standard shall be 
determined for the natural soil. Under no 
circumstance shall the background clean 
standard .for the fill be applied to non-fill 
(natural) soils, except where intermingling of 
fill and natural soils is encountered. A 
background soil sample from the non-fill soils 
shall be collected on-site to assist in the 
development of a background clean standard for 
natural soils. 

Three Lafayette Centre Telex: RCA 229800 

1155 21st Street, NW WU 89-2762 

Washington, DC 20036-3384 Fax: 202 88'7 8979 

202 328 8000 





Retanio Aj Rucker, Esquire 
December 3, 1992 
Page 2 

This language has not been submitted to or approved by Paul 

Vandermeer. 

Once OEPA has had an opportunity to review this 

proposal, please call me. Alternatively, we can set up a 

conference call with our respective clients at your earliest 

convenience. 

Very truly yours, 

(JIJ?v-
Steve Oster 

cc: Geraldine A. ~loss, Esquire 
Pat Wells 
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SETTLEME 

L DOCUMENT 
PURPOSES ONLY 

August 3, 1992 

John H. Grady, Esq. 
Environmental Enforcement Section 
Environment and Natural Resources Division 
United States Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 7611 
Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, D.C. 20044 

Re: U. S. v. Ekco Housewares, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Grady: 

Further to our discussion on Friday, July 31, 1~92, 
A.merican Home Products Corporation ( "AHP") submits the 
following information for your consideration in the analysis of 
the potential economic benefit accrued to AHP by virtue of its 
alleged failure to comply with financial assurance and 
liabil ity requirements. 

AHP's Treasury Department has confirmed that, at all 
relevant times from 1988 through-t~~-9resen~, AHP has 
maintained cash reserves well in excess of $10 nill i on. Such 
cash reserves would ~ore than adequately cov8r t .he $8 mi i 1 i~n 
required to establish liability ~overage and the $2 milli 0n 
required for closure assurances. Further, AHP .routinely placed 
these cash reserves in low risk, low yield, liquid investments 
such as securities issued by the U.S. T~easury. :--:- V_~V 

0 
, ~\-- \\ ""' )' I c...r:-~~ VV' 

. During th~s. same time period, AHP ~o';lJ: d. and ~ould . v ~ .... ~ 7 
· eas 1ly have e..s.:t..ab.li.s4J.~.r;.u.s...tJun<is~o esta.Ql1 shin.g f.i nan~l At-\ P . 

-~ssurances_ fQr_l i abi 1 i ty cover gge_ a,J1.Q___g) osure_. .t.f..t.er Se?tember · 
~· AHP could have replaced the trust £und for liabil 1[y------
cover age with a corporate 'I~~nty. ..~ ~ ;.·~~,~~ -:~-~-· . 

-·--9~-~£-/-053 
Tliree Lafayette Centre .. -·,.-·~ Telex: RCA 229800 
ll55 ;!lst Street, NW. . :~·- . · WU 89-2762 ._-• .,; ·· . 
Washiiigton, DC 20036-3384"' · · Fax: 202 887 8979 

202 328 8000 '"\ 
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John H. Grady, L 
August 3, 1992 

Page 2 

Under the applicable regulations, monies held in the 

trusts would have been invested in low risk, low yield, liquid 

investments similar, if not identical, to those in which AHP 

routinely invested during the relevant time period. Further, 

'to the extent monies held in the trusts exceeded their required 

levels, AHP would have been entitled to the accrued interest. 

Since .~P would have earned t~e same interest from the monies 

held in trust as it did from its cash reserves, and since it 

would have controlled the funds backing the corporate 

guarantee, AHP accrued virtually no economic benefit by not 

having those financial assurance mechanisms in place. 

Accordingly, the economic benefit factor assigned by 

the Department in its penalty calculation should be· 

reconsidered. As we discussed, should you require any further 

information, including a declaration as to these facts, please 

call me. 

Sinc:/ly, 

\jlft II ~6!rL 
Steven M. Oster 

cc: Geraldine A. Moss, Esq. 

!L . .... - .lhtl t ¥i¥$1. I 4i£ £ • 4/M! AiR& 2 





SPILL #: 02-76-0576 
DATE SUBMITTED: 02/24/92 

REPORTED: 11:20 02/18 
REPORTED BY: ED COX 

OHIO EPA, EMERGENCY RESPONSE GROUP 
DISTRICT OFFICE INVESTIGATION REPORT 

STATUS: F02 
ON SCENE COORDINATOR: BRUCE C. MILLER 

DISCOVERED: OCCURRED: 08:30 02/18 
PHONE: 216 456 4745 

------ENTITY ------
COMPANY: EKCO HOUSEWARES INC. 
DIVISION: 
P.O.BOX: BOX 560 359 STATE AVE EXTENSION, NW 
CITY,STATE: MASSILLON,OH 
ZIP CODE: 44648 COMPANY PHONE: 216 832 5026 
SPCC PLAN REQUIRED: SPCC PLAN IN EFFECT: 

REP. CO!tTACTED: T0:r.I SHINGLETON TITLE: PLAJ.~T i'!ANAGER 
PHONE: 216 832 5026 EXT: 

------ SPILL LOCATION ------
COUNTY: STARK 
CITY: MASSILLON 
TOWNSHIP: 
STREET LOCATION: 359 STATE AVE, OFF 3RD ST. 

LATITUDE: LONGITUDE: 
------PRODUCT(S) INFORMATION -----­

PRODUCT / AMOUNT SPILLED / AMOUNT RECOVERED 
TRICHLOROETHANE 350 G UNKNOWN 

CAUSE: PIPE RUPTURE 
SOURCEi AST PIPING 
WATERWAY: NEWMAN CREEK 
WATERSTAGE: A LENGTH OF WATERWAY: 0.2 (?) 
LAND AREA: 600 SQFT 
PRE-RESPONSE ACTION: 

NAME: I AGENCY: / 

SUPPLIES: 
PHOTOS: 
FIELD TESTS: 
LAB SAMPLES: 

------ REFERRAL(S) -----­
DATE: 

------ EXPENSES ------

------ COMMENTS ------
02/18/92 MET TOM SHINGLETON, PLANT MANAGER AND JEFF BERMAN, PLANT 
CHEMIST ON SCENE. 6,000 GAL. A.S.T. (DIKED) WITH NEWLY INSTALLED ABOVE GROUND 
PLUMBING. COMPANY WAS TESTING NEW PLUMBING/PUMP. PUMP RAN 5-10 MIN. W/0 ANY 
PRODUCT SHOWING UP AT DELIVERY POINT INSIDE BUILDING. STRONG SMELL ALERTED 
OPERATORS TO A POSSIBLE LEAK. A UNION IN THE NEW PLUMBING RUNNING ALONG THE 
OUTSIDE WALL OF THE PLANT HAD FAILED, DISCHARGING ABOUT 350 GAL. OF PRODUCT 
ONTO THE GROUND. SOME PRODUCT MIGRATED INTO THE DOWNSPOUT/FOOTER DRAIN SYSTEM 
WHICH TIES INTO THE PLANT'S NPDES OUTFALL AT NEWMAN CREEK. SPILL OCCURRED 
AROUND 08:30. MANAGEMENT NOTIFIED FD, LEPC, NRC, OEPA BETWEEN 10:00 AND 11:30 
IN VIOLATION OF SARA III 30 MIN. REPORTING PERIOD. 
I RECOMMENDED (AND COMPANY TOOK) THE FOLLOWING EMERGENCY 
ACTIONS: 1. TURN OFF GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION PROJECT TO REDUCE G.P.M. AT 
OUTFALL. THIS ACTION TO REDUCE FURTHER PRODUCT FROM BEING FLUSHED OUT OF 
"''rORM SEWER SYSTEM AND SO THAT A CARBON FILTER DAM COULD FUNCTION. 2. 

1 





OHIO EPA, EMERGENCY RESPONSE GROUP 
DISTRICT OFFICE INVESTIGATION REPORT 

SPILL #: 03-76-0816 STATUS: F01 
DATE SUBMITTED: 03110192 ON SCENE COORDINATOR: BRUCE C. MILLER 

REPORTED: 15:00 03105 
REPORTED BY: ANON. 

COMPANY: EKCO 
DIVISION: 

DISCOVERED: OCCURRED: 11:00 
PHONE: 

------ENTITY -----­
HOUSEWARES INC. 

03105 

P.O.BOX: P.O. BOX 560 359 STATE AVE. EX.,NW 
CITY,STATE: MASSILLON,OH 
ZIP CODE: 44648 COMPANY PHONE: 216 832 5026 
SPCC PLAN REQUIRED: N SPCC PLAN IN EFFECT: N 

REP. CONTACTED: THOMAS SHINGLETON TITLE: PLANT MANAGER 
PHONE: 216 832 5026 EXT: 

------ SPILL LOCATION ------
COUNTY: STARK 
CITY: MASSILLON 
TOWNSHIP: 
STREET LOCATION: THIRD STREET BRIDGE OVER NEWMAN CREEK 

LATITUDE: LONGITUDE: 
------PRODUCT(S) 

PRODUCT I AMOUNT SPILLED I AMOUNT 
1,1,1 TRICHLOROETHANE 5 GAL (?) 

CAUSE: PREVIOUS SPILL (9202-76-0576) 
SOURCE: TEMPORARY CARBON DAM REMOVAL 
WATERWAY: NEWMAN CREEK 
WATERSTAGE: N LENGTH OF WATERWAY: 0.1 
LAND AREA: 
PRE-RESPONSE ACTION: 

INFORMATION 
RECOVERED 

0 

NAME: I AGENCY: I 
------ REFERRAL(S) -----­

DATE: 
------ EXPENSES ------

SUPPLIES: 21 40ML VOC VIALS 
PHOTOS: 
FIELD TESTS: 
LAB SAMPLES: 1 - KEMRON 

------ COMMENTS ------
03105192 CITIZEN REPORTED THAT COMPANY WAS OUT BY CREEK IN YELLOW 
SUITS DUMPING DRUMS OF CHEMICALS INTO THE WATER. IN REALITY, SAMSEL SERVICES 
WAS REMOVING A TEMPORARY CARBON FILTER DAM IN NEWMAN CREEK WHICH WAS INSTALLED 
TO TREAT A TCE SPILL FROM 02118192 (02-76-0576). A MINOR FISH KILL OCCURRED 
WHEN THE DAM WAS REMOVED. PROBABLY A RESULT OF A SLUG OF TCE NOT ABSORBED BY 
THE CARBON BEING DISCHARGED DOWN THE STREAM WHEN THE DAM WAS REMOVED. THE 
KILL WAS LIMITED TO A 50 FOOT LENGTH OF STREAM UNDER THE THIRD STREET BRIDGE. 
MOSTLY CRAYFISH WERE KILLED ..• SOME MINNOWS, AND TWO LARGER FISH. NOTIFIED 
DIV. OF WILDLIFE BY PHONE ON 03105. SAMPLED EKCO'S OUTFALL INTO NEWMAN CREEK 
TO DETERMINE IF THERE WAS HIGH TCE LEVELS. 

1 





CONVERSATION RECORD I 
TIME I DATE :. _ / ) 

a ,wp~vr r-~ ILJ 9 ~ 
TYPE 0 VISIT 

Location of Visit/Conference: 

NAME OF PERSON($) CONTACTED OR IN CONTACT 

WITH YOU 

SUBJECT 

ACTION REQUIRED 

NAME OF PERSON DOCUMENTING CONVERSATION 

ACTION TAK N 

SIGNATURE 

50271-101 tr U.S.G.P.O~ 1811$--491-248/40110 

0 CONFERENCE 
n1 ~ ROUTING 
l..l:r' .... EPHONE 

0 INCOMING NAME/SYMBOL INT 

[iJ--OuTGOING 

SIGNATURE 

I DATE 

CONVERSATION RECORD OPnONAL FORM 271 (12 .... 76) 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFEN~E 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION A~~ @ ~~WI~ 1]1 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

1 
lJ!J 

DEC 0 3 1991 

NOV 2 9 1991 OFFICE OF k -HA 
Waste Management Division· 

U.S • . EPA,, REGIQN V: . ) 
OFF ICE OF ' 

SOLID WASTE AND E M ERGENCY RESPONSE :R 
MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Continuing Assessment of Toxicity Characteristic (TC) 
Land Disposal Facilities Subject to Loss of Interim 

FROM: 

Status (LOIS) ~je./7~~ 
Matthew Hale, Act~ngldlrector 
RCRA Enforcement Division 

TO: RCRA Branch Chiefs 
Regions I-X 

With your assistance, we have begun assessing the TC land 
disposal facilities potentially subject to LOIS. The October 22, 
1991 conference call with TC headquarters arid regional contacts 
identified a time lag in collecting data to complete the 
assessment. This was attributed to collecting certification and 
Part B applicatio~ submission data from States and regional 
offices and disputes over whether certain units were considered 
land disposal units . 

Now that over a month has passed since the conference call, 
we anticipate that most of these issues have been resolved. 

·Therefore, we are requesting that you add as much new data ~o the 
attached chart as possible. Also, please verify any existing 
information and revise as appropriate. We have included the data 
from all regions for your information. 

Based on inquiries from .various regional TC contacts about 
issues that were not specifically addressed in the September 24, 
1991 LOIS Enforcement Strategy, we will issue a clarification 
memorandum . Topics will include acceptable certifications and 
financial requirements . Meanwhile, guidance on these issues is 
being provided verbally to the TC contacts . 

We would like the completed charts by two weeks from the 
date of this memorandum. Please fax the information for your 
region to Peter Neves at (202) or FTS 260-7660. If there are any 
questions, please call Peter at (202) or FTS 260-9870. 

Attachment 

cc: Frank McAlister 
Ira Feldman (OE) 
TC Regional Contacts 
John Gauthier 
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John Hanson 
Betty Barnes 
Judy Sophianopoulos 
Sally Averill 
Sam Tates 
Sandy MacLeod 
Marshall Fischer 
Amy Sokolov 
Chae Pak 
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23. Section 1.4.1. Page 49, Paragraph 4 

'lhe details of well =nsb:uction shown on Exhibit 1.4.1.4 do not include 
thickness of the bentonite seal, nor any description of pack:i.n:J :material. 

24. Section 1. 4 .1. Page 51. Paragraph 3 

Item 3 states that should no =ntamination be encountered the soil gas 
vapor study :may be dis=ntinued. What will be =nsidered "no 
=ntamination?" 

25. Section 1. 4 .1. Page 52, Paragraph 1 

'lhe locations in:licted in Exhibit 1.4.3 for surface water sanples only 
sl1c::M one (1) downstream sanple location, not two (2), as in:licated by the 
text. 

26. Section 1.4.1.2. Page 52. Paragraph 2 

'lhe HNU reading used to select a sanple point should be specified. 

27. Section 1. 4 .1. 2 • Page 52 • Paragraph 4 

How will the infonnation gained from the well examination be used? 'lbe 
paragrar:h says that the wells examined will subsequently be used for water 
level measurements ani sanplin,J. 

28. Section 1. 4 .1. Page 53 , Paragraph 3 

'lbe workplan should state the depth at which the probe will be driven. 

29. Section 1. 4 .1. Page 58, Paragraph 2 

'lhe detection limits for the soil vapor sw:vey discussed in the workplan 
in:licates that detection limits range down to 0.01 ugjl ani 0.0005 ugjl 
for soil canpourrls such as benzene ani carbon tetrachloride respectively. 
Are these =rrect? 

30. Section 1.4.1. Page 60, Paragraph 1 

'lbe workplan in:licates that surface water sanples will be =llected from 
the oxbox charmel. However, Exhibit 1.4.3 does not in:licate that any 
sanples will be =llected from this charmel. 

'lbe hydrologic study to be =n:lucted before =llectin,J surface water 
sanples is not shcr.m on the work plan timetable in Exhibit 1.4.1. 

31. Section 1.4.1. Page 61. Paragraph 2 

'lbe workplan seems to irxlicate that four ( 4) surface water sanples will be 
=llected, not three (3), as shown in Exhibit 1.4.3. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION V 

DATE: AUG 1 3 19QQ 

SUBJECT: Department of Justice Referrals 
Cyclops Corporation - OHD 058 842 501 
Ekco Housewares - OHD 045 205 424 
Scio Pottery - OHD 004 465 084 

FROM: Wi 11 i am E. Muno, Acting Associate Director /1 ! ' 5/ 1~ 
Office of RCRA t1· ~, ( r • (r~ 

TO: Rodger Field, Acting Chief 
Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch 
Office of Regional Counsel 

Attached are referral packages for the above- referenced RCRA 
facilities. The facilities have violated existing Consent 
Agreement and Final Orders {CAFO) as wel l as RCRA interim status 
standards. 

The RCRA Enforcement Branch recommends the above-referenced 
facilities be referred to the Department of Justice for the 
existing violations . 

If you have any questions regarding the above matter, please 
contact Kevin Pierard of my staff at 886-4448. 

Attachments 

cc: Kevin Pierard, REB 
Sally Averill, REB 
Jim Saric, REB 
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CYCLOPS CORPORATION 
OHD 058 842 501 

On October 27, 1988, the subject facility entered into a Consent 
Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) (attached) with the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) (Docket no. V-W-87-R-
002), to correct RCRA violations at their facility located in 
Cambridge, Ohio. The CAFO required the facility to submit a 
closure and post-closure plan for two surface impoundments. This 
included submitting closure and post-closure cost estimates and 
establishing financial assurance for these activities within 
thirty (30) days after the effective date of the CAFO. Also 
required was the installation of a groundwater monitoring system 
capable of determining the impoundments impact on the quality of 
groundwater in the uppermost aquifer. 

The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) conducted financial 
record reviews on August 23, 1989, and February 23, 1990, and found 
the facility in violation of Ohio Administrative Code (OAC) Rules 
3745-66-42 through 47 and Section F of the CAFO. 

On March 28, 1990, the OEPA conducted a Comprehensive Groundwater 
Monitoring Evaluation (CME) at the facility and identified the 
following violations: 

1) Failure to install at least one (1} monitoring well 
hydraulically upgradient from the limit of the waste 
management area, as required by DAC 3745-65-91(A)(1) and 
Section B of the CAFO; 

2) Failure to install at least three (3) monitoring wells 
hydraulically downgradient at the limit of the waste 
management area, as required by OAC 3745-65-91(A)(2} and 
Section B of the CAFO; 

3) Failure to obtain at least four (4) replicate 
measurements of indicator parameters for the background 
well quarterly during the initial year of sampling, as 
required by OAC 3745-65-92(C}(2) and Section B of the 
CAFO; 

4) Failure to prepare an outline of a Groundwater Quality 
Assessment Program, as required by OAC 3745-65-93(A} and 
Section B of the CAFO; 

5} Failure to annually evaluate the groundwater surface 
elevations to determine whether OAC 3745-65-91(A} has been 
satisfied. If the facility determines the location of 
their monitoring well system does not satisfy OAC 3745-65-
91(A), the owner/operator must immediately modify the 
number, location, or depth of the monitoring wells to 
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bring the system in compliance with OAC 3745-85-91(A). 
Failure to comply with this requirement is a violation of 
OAC 3746-65-93(F) and Section B of the CAFO; and 

6) Failure to, during the first year of sampling, determine 
the concentration of parameters which characterize the 
suitability of the groundwater as a drinking water supply, 
as required by OAC 3745-65-92(A)(2)(a) and Section B. 

The penalty proposed in the October 20, 1986, 3008(a) 
Administrative Complaint (attached) was $94,700. The penalty 
agreed to in the CAFO was $7,500. U.S. EPA requests collection of 
penalties up to $25,000 per day of noncompliance with the CAFO. 

The technical contact for this facility is James Saric. He may be 
contacted at 886-0992. 
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SCIO POTTERY 
OHD 004 465 084 

On August 10, 1987, Scio Pottery entered into a Consent Agreement 
and Final Order (CAFO)(attached) with the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) (Docket No. V-W-85-R-
23), to correct RCRA violations at their facility in Scio, Ohio. 

The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) conducted a 
compliance evaluation inspection (CEI) at the facility on April 28, 
1989, and again on October 31, 1989. These inspections identified 
violations of RCRA interim status standards including CAFO 
violations. Specifically, the following violations were 
identified: 

1) Failure to file a Part A permit application for storing 
hazardous waste in a surface impoundment (40 CFR 265.15, 
OAC 3745-65-15 and Section A of the CAFO); 

2) Failure to develop and follow a written inspection 
schedule and record inspections in an inspection log or 
summary (40 CFR 265.15, OAC 3745-65-15 and Section A of 
the CAFO); 

3) Failure to implement a training program for personnel 
dealing with hazardous waste (40 CFR 265.16(d), OAC 3745-
65-16(0) and Section A of the CAFO); 

4) Failure to have an adequate contingency plan (40 CFR 
265.52, OAC 3745-65-52 and Section A of the CAFO); 

5) Failure to submit an annual report by March 1, 1989 (40 
CFR 265.75, OAC 3745-65-75 and Section A of the CAFO); 

6) Failure to provide a 24-hour surveillance system and 
barrier around surface impoundment {40 CFR 265.14, OAC 
3745-65-14 and Section A of the CAFO); 

7) Failure to have a closure plan that describes how the 
surface impoundment will be closed in accordance with the 
performance standards (40 CFR 265.112, OAC 3745-66-12 and 
Section B of the CAFO); 

8) Failure to maintain an internal communication or alarm 
system capable of providing immediate emergency 
instructions (40 CFR 265.32, OAC 3745-65-32); 

9) Failure to inspect freeboard once each operating day (40 
CFR 265.226, OAC 3745-67-26); and 

10) Failure to have adequate financial assurance for closure, 
post-closure care and liability coverage (40 CFR 265.42-
47, OAC 3745-66-42 through 47). 
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In addition, a U.S. EPA evaluation completed on July 25, 1990, 
identified the following additional violations: 

11) Failure to correct closure plan deficiencies within thirty 
(30) days from receipt of U.S. EPA's August 16, 1988, 
letter notifying the company of closure plan deficiencies 
(Section C of the CAFO); and 

12) Failure to submit quarterly reports documenting best 
efforts to obtain the liability insurance (Section E of 
the CAFO); 

We request that this case be referred to the Department of Justice 
for enforcement of the provisions of our CAFO and enforcement of 
the additional violations of RCRA. 

The technical contact for this facility is Sally Averill, She may 
be contacted at 886-4439. 



I 
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EKCO HOUSEWARES 
OHD 045 205 424 

On November 4, 1987, Ekco Housewares entered into a Consent 
Agreement and Final Order {CAFO)(attached) with the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency {U.S. EPA) (Docket No. V-W-87-R-
008), to correct RCRA violations at their facility in Massillon, 
Ohio. 

The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) conducted a 
compliance evaluation inspection (CEI) at the facility on 
February 29, 1988. This inspection identified the following 
financial violations of the RCRA interim status standards and the 
partial CAFO. 

Failure to establish financial assurance for closure 
and liability coverage in violation of 40 CFR 265.143 (OAC 
3745-66-43), 40 CFR 265.147 {OAC 3745-66-147), and Section 8.5 
of the CAFO. 

In addition, on March 17, 1988, September 22, 1989, and March 12, 
1990, the OEPA informed Ekco Housewares of the following additional 
financial violation: 

Failure to have adequate financial assurance for post-closure 
care and liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden 
accidental occurrences in violation of 40 CFR 265.145 {OAC 
3745-66-45) and 40 CFR 265.147 (OAC 3745-66-47). 

On April 3, 1990, Ekco Housewares submitted certification of 
liability coverage resolving the violation of 40 CFR 265.147 {OAC 
3745-66-47). 

The technical contact for this facility is Sally Averill. She may 
be contacted at 886-4439. 





AMERICAN HOME PRODUCTS CORPORATION 

EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

CERTIFIED MAIL 

Susan Prout, Esq. 
U.S. EPA 
Region V 
P.O. Box 70753 
Chicago, Illinois 60673 

Re: Ekco Housewares, Inc. 
P.O. Box 560 
Massillon, Ohio 44646 

August 15, 1989 

685 THIRD AVENUE 
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017 

(212) 978-5000 

EPA I.D. No. OHD 045-205-424 

Docket No. 
V-W-R-87-008 
Partial Consent 
Agreement and 
Final Order -
Penalty 

Dear Ms. Prout: 

Enclosed please find American Home Products Corporation 1 s 
check number 009432 in the amount of $55,478.50, payable on 
behalf of Ekco Housewares, Inc. to the Treasury of the 
United States, pursuant to the above-referenced Partial 
Consent Agreement and Final Order in settlement of a 
Complaint filed in this matter on November 6, 1986, pursuant 
to Section 3008 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act as amended, 42 U.S.C. Section 6928, and the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency 1 s Consolidated Rules 
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of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil 
Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 
C.F.R. Part 22. 

GAM/tb 
w/enc. 

CC: Regional Hearing Clerk, 
Planning and Management Division 

Very truly yours, 
...... /., 

?4~"1<-L /7 ;/J/1&-»-
~;aldine A. Moss 
Attorney 

Solid waste and Emergency Response 
Branch Secretary 

Cameron Kerry, Esq. 





p, EKCO FEES 

010208 

AMERICAN HOME PRODUCTS CORPORATION 
AEMITIANCE STATEMENT· DETACH BEFORE DEPOSITING CHECK 

06/12/9 06/18 55,478.50 06-1584 

TOTAL 
y;-1:1,?9 __ .. $;;5.478~_50. 

AMERICAN HOME PRODUCTS CORPORATION 
685 THIRD AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 10017 

009432 

2315-01 -02 

/ 

CK# 009432 

1·30 ~ 
210 

DATE 6/18/89 AMOUNT$ $55,478.50** 
PAY DESCRIPTIVE AMOUNT 

*******************FIFTY FIVE THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED SEVENTY EIG 
AND 50/100 

PAY TO THE 
ORDER OF 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES 
ADFM ROOM 356 
US CONSUMER PRODUCT 
~ASHINGTON DC 

!ANUFACTURERS HANOVER 'mUST COMPANY 
405 LEXINGTON AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 10017 

20207 
_j 

GENERAL ACCOUNT 
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PE'IAL T' <PUTAT!Oti WORKSHEET 

Company Name fC.KD \-lOOSE uJ A e£ s, <:.0. ot.lD dS 205 424 
~egulotion Violated: 2ZQ,1 Q S'FOif>/{)6 #/!?2, t:UA-51£ Wffff'oJI1'7/'d47t'Y" 

~s.sments for each violation 'hould be determined on seperate worksheets 1nd tote1ltd. 

Pert 1 • 'eriousness of V1o1et1on Penalty 

). Potential for Herm: 

z. ~xtent of Deviation: 

3. Mltrfx Cell Ringe: 

Penalty Amount Chosen: 

!Ito __,. 25 I{ 
:t/2 2 s-ao 

Justfficetion for Penalty 
Amount Cham: MI.IJ fooJJ ()~ 1(/r~C 

4. Per-Day Assessnent: 

Part II - "enalty Adjus~nts 

1. '~d feith efforts to comply/leek 
of good feith: 

2. Degree of willfulness ·and/oq 
negligence: · 

3. llfstory of t4oncO!np1iance: 

4. Cther Unique Factors: 

5. Justification for Adjus~nts: 

6. fdjusted Per-day Penalty (Line 4, 
Part I +Lines 1·4, rart II): 

7. Number of Doys of Violation: 

8. Multi-day Penalty (Number of days X 
Lfne 6, "art II): 

r. :conomic Benefit of Noncomolfance: 

Justification: 

10: Total (Lines 8 + 9, Part II): 

11. fbflfty to Pay Adjustment: 

~stiffcation for Adjustment: 

. 
12. Total Penalty Amount 

(must not exceed $25,000 per 
day of violation): 

Percentage Change 

.. df:j6M 

• 
Oo11or Amount 

2J, :Joo 
' 

#22, GOo 

Percentage adjustments are applied to the dollar amount calculated on Lfne 4, ~art I. 
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Rck11 PLN.~L TY CDI".ru1P' :· 

'"' .,, 'TJON(S) VIOLAFfJ: 40 CFR 2 70<10 - 5WRII-6L cJr ;:,1/TZ. wA-sl.C W/7/?'ovr 

(Y)It;:JO e_ ft !?M 111/f. 

fiOT'E~TlAL FU" HARM CAIEGORY: T/115 t/101-A-71011.) /'o:se_ _s ;<I SuG s r&T/~L 

J.-/~ct./fla;tJ 0~ c)(f?tJ::;cJ,t'L /CJ I/,.,.ZJ9-,f',(}ocJs w rl-S7n.- ,;;u/J ,?J/7-'/ q/&1/£ ,4 

sJIJ5T/JAI7/A-£- ,4-tlvL,fs£ 6-r#cr ON 71/£ ,RL6dL8Tote'( f?tJk!!JtJs£5 r:oe 
J:hJJ?Lt/JlL,dT/Aib I#L ;fof'A'- J?fi?oG.e'/lM. /fA119~YSLs or- son .. ::5A-41.PL..Ls 

COU&c:ILCI rtZom rile.. Jmf'lCJd/JtJ/JI£,VycJI!I 7-1::-8.5 _z:.U£?/CA~tl 7?"L 

/'&s£Aic£ Or 1/0C':..> /!&AJG,/A.Jt; ~,eam ;4- 71 //-"1.. AA.J ,cJ .z o/ T..Yfr/<4£ 

517At.h-L:s c X#t~/TLLJ C /Y-94?'-9cn:,f,sncs or-£/ To )f; cn-y ,Lo£ C/ttl/J>f!d/11, 

""YI/1:> frrJ,t:JcJvAJ/J/J1£-,Jr .£!; £)&./?'.N;'JZ.t.y OAJ£ o,c r-4.<.. souL:CL_s ,e£sPo,ds---/JC.(_ 

,co,e ),f;s r/JC4/77£.s 6L?ouAJ/hu/J-~ Ct7AJI/f-m/AJA-'F7t7,J ::vro/J-'Y?oAJ, 

f:Jlf.f;T CJ:f= t>tYIATIU• C,I,TlGORY: rf\A-::roet 1/../:r:.s rlteiMT'( fJ-E.V!frot-0 F{ZotYI Y'H.C 

\2.£-QtJi~tAJ)'S or=:- THIS f2£br..J~T1DAJ 10 '5Jo{ Ftk:l £.;<T£NT""'Tvffrl Jl-/ti..l?.i. 

.:r .s so 0 :5T1l-,j)j A-L J-J oN c.o m P 1.:m 1Jcf:: 



P[ ' IAL TY , A'1PUTAT!Ot1 WORKSH[ E1 

Company Name : 

~~gulati on Violated : 

EK~ \1005t-wA~E:_s DHD o45 205 4Z4 
_.2.~':....::b.~·:....:df.:.....:!!'()~~..:..__~..9_4-!..___~Ge<~rJ().~'Al...:::'IJ~W~It~T1~~~L:::.-.:....!m!.!:!..:.aA..11T"~Ii':WG ,et,(Ju1,(Jt tneA.JTS 

:s s~nts for each violation should be d~termi ned on separate ~rksheets and tota l led . 

Part l - 5eriousness of Violation Penalty 

1. Potential for Harm: m f!.J""OR. 
2. ~atent of Deviation: mA<TO "-.. 

3. Mltr 1x Cell lange: -$20~26/{ 

Penalty Amount Chosen: .11 zz,soo 
Justification for Penalty 

Amount Chosen.: '{'()IJ)POII'.J~ C)F RltNb£ 

C. Per-Day Asses s~nt: 

Pert ll - ~~nelty Adjus~nts 

1. r~d faith efforts to comply/lack 
of good faith: 

2. Degree of willfulness and/or 
negligence : 

3. I lis tory of tloncompl iance: 

4. Cther Unique Factors: 

S. Justification for Adjustments: 

E. ~djusted Per-dey Penalty (Line 4, 
Part 1 +Lines l-4, rart 11) : 

7. Number of Days of Violati on : 

Percentage Change 

I 

• 
Dollar Amount 

8. Multi-day Penalty (Number of days X 
Line E, "art II): 5££. A-rr4CJI(f) £./J. 

!'. :conomic Benefit of Noncompliance : 1/ i?, 3i3 ~ CIJLCtJL/!TlJ,/1) grf&£") /r:)/( 

Justification : GeoutJOwlt"'ff.fL /YIOAJJ'Vl:J~ s>'srzn, ~/) b -86. j}£T/itLS 
..:r -osr/i-iLt.£J 

10: Total (lines 8 + 9, Part II): 

11. !'bi11ty to Pay Adjustment : CONSI Dt/L fr ()It J..fJy~{) 
Jt.J'tification for Adjustment : Pftvm{iJ ~ '50'1 (.{)Jt.l, 

. 
12. Total Ptna1ty Amount 

(-..st not exceed S2S ,000 per 
day of violation) : 1f 3 CJ , 813 

, 

Percentage adjus~nts are applied to the dollar amount calculated on line 4, ~art I . 
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~£6"t.AnON(S) VIOLAT[Jl.!' ~~~ CFR 26S:.?IJ--'~' '14-

pl)"'ri..HTJ~I. fQ/2. HARM CATEGORY: (Y)I')-;:rOR_- T/lr& i/101-ltno,./ Po ;st.<;. Pr Su6 'S")ftNVi!TL 

1-i"''r::t..li-loo_D OF FiX: fosJIZ£ 'rO 4f721'Ji(Ooas tvltsl£ ArJO fnl't'-/ H!'HJL 4 

sJP.> srttAJT;Ih..._ t'tDJd<~li c_,:.,:.r:e-r oAI l>t/£. !<£Gur...ltTot<-y frjflj)asl!:. rol?. 

::rmthtmrttJYitJ(, IJ./r£- R.~ett PRoG.€trff), "/41'5 ~/rcu./ry ,1/~s coAJ~"'?,d'#r~ 

/11£ G,eoddt:?wtt-T£/l t;tl/T-f //9/Zidtl s vot-.IJYIL£ a/!6/9#1c_ 

C;I;Cf)?IC-;<}-~s Avo .¥-45 J/-11,(?~£;} NLa//J'?#d c;ea<. /1&0) 7#/s 

p/!Ct£Jr'( I1:J.li.:L tJi. ;!!:.UsPtJAlst/3£-K /r;J,e 7-"/L .e'LCLA./17..'( ,/JL/Lc-TLL/ r?&SL..AJ'C< 

OP WYt.. V-/LO£:i 0£ J /If T--f-£ CrTj or /?1.1'7- 55;£0..-J'<; ?U'.£.1-L #4 
fi#O r-et:1--,;;,v6 ' 

j]£6;r;U f't//J'J~PJb (0AfY/J/J1,N/Tr.t.L} 6/&ddtJ.J/tv-L/(__,; WIT;(,/?'-';/ Ute SJ7i';I"Put._ 

!/NLra;<J3- ec;. Mr/.&J( /7/0Afm;,t;-;()(; Cv'£LL. .,.-o CCJ/?J;t/dlZ SYB r.c-q 

{A) A s Df/211-L~D uJ v dAllj J!l /JS 

!ITV''f DF OWIATIUJ CATlGORY: Y)'l/1-crOe.: -y'j.JIS. iJIOLit''laiL {)£.\JJ!t"Jt/) FiUJfh 1r/£..­

f(£.Qul~i:.l'l1£AJ)s oF THis f(£Wf,..ltvto)J y-o suo{ .4AJ£f.Tl/J>Ttt!TrrJ-.Itt<~ I:s 

so 0 S>A'PIJtYL tJ ot0- com f! t.:dfN<:.£ • 



'7 -1 fh!Jk, 

ECDI\Jor}'ll<:.- <6E-N£Fi..,.-C&L cu t-~t-na .J - NO 6€adJJflfA5~i;TC£.. 1YJoAl1Y?J.e.:J:i'.1G, 

( Dr.TAIU-D :r:!'J Re.I2..1T c.:rU:rL. .Pttt.Jtr..:r-1 Po~-.r.c'/ - m;tJ-y a;-2?84) 
E. es."" A00r.De:.D cOS,.- ( :1- T) -+ ( D£U7YU> e.osrs 'f..YIUT£;Us>RA-"rri:-) 

F:, e(Z-82-?)2-8z.-) =:: 0 + (ll>Zl; .?a:> i. 20/o ;x i.f;_) = $1 '181 

£.(3 (j-83-6-83)= (~'1o:!f_I-A6~ +(202tXJ'I/6ioxfJ= #3~ zoz. 

£13. (7-83..,./Z--84) =-- $~{)2(;+ (1f2~20oxfiio;x 'fJ1z) -:::..if5 1 5i4 

£. B(/-85-7"6-85) -=-i>oz.?, -t021;2Du 'r< 13lo-.,< 7'/z_) =:: 112 1'14 
-z:;A..i.5V79-"-L.lt? C£t!J.</,.O/'J1ci.N: jO/fJL _,.if 1_7, 3i3 

s rsrcm · Ecui\Jom J c_ ~ 

6~AY£Ft ~ f?Jr:.,J 

@ C57;/1J,tJ7-v:J h,fST YM-.e ca.:s"FS r/Zcl/71 :l'7c!2 6-Vf,f/6/ryt 1-P/LL/.-{' J.......r. 
R t:.P'o..e:--r-

(b)- It2.~. J;tJiltft~ fZ/tT£ 

® ~ CCJ>T O P /rA1,4-jyst 5 ( ,#S s u.rl?,;lf6 -"1.1 0 U;J.AJF: L?.e::·r-zc:rr,c.a) 

@ - ff5Svll1£ COI'IIII/'NY15 /YI!rlf61Ai!rt... 1/f,Y 12..4--g:_Z's 46fa 

/~ 
~I ifr~cl :1',17-' 
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P['I~L TV \PUT~TIOti WORKSH[[T 

Complllny Name: EcJ<O ldOt!'S>E-W~S 0140 d!i> '20&' 4t.tf-
~egulation Violated: Ct.osogL 2t:S"'.//Z-

~ssments for each violation 'hould be determined on 5tparate worksheets and totalled. 

Pert 1 - 'eriousness of Violation Penelty 

1. Potential for Harm: 

2. ~ltent of Deviation: 

3. Matrix tell Range: 

Penalty Amount tho•en: 

~ a, oo a -"'? 1.o. '1 '1 1 
5! 9, 66() 

Justification for Penalty 
Amount tho•en: r>')IJ) ;t:'eJ/AJy- CJr £/9-A.JC:,t!£ 

4. Per-Day Asse•sl'll!nt: 1/> 2' ~00 
Pert II - "•na1ty Adjustments 

• 
Perc:entege Change Dollar Amount 

1. r~d faith efforts to comply/lack 
of good faith: 

2. Degree of willfulness and/or 
negligence: 

3. !Its tory of tloncompl ianc•: 

4. Cther Uniqu• Factors: 

5. Justification for Adjustments: 

f. fdjust•d Per-dey Penalty (Line 4, 
Part I+ Lines 1-4, rart II): 

7. Number of Days of Violation: 

8. Multi-day Penalty (Number of days X 
Line 6, "art 1I): 

~- ~conomic Benefit of Noncompliance: 

Justification: 

10: Total (lines 8 + 9, Part II): 

11. fbility to Pay Adjustment: 

Justification for Adjustment: 

. 
12. Total Penalty Amount 

(oust not exceed $25,000 per 
day of violation): 

Percentage adjustments are applied to the dollar amount calculated on Line C, ~art I. 



PIT'"£N'IJ e.L FoiL HARM cA HGOR r: YYIODteA-Jc::- 1J-/:Is VIa '-I*''' a,.; Po s£ s r-r 

SfG~+=scfl-.V'r/..IJ<cJa4ooO OF- £r.Po-sJRA ro lt/42. WASIE f3£C.f'tuSC 

ll-TII-IH PO.ZAJT' :Z::IJ Tt:m6 -r4t v..J~~m~~ -sJ..e..t?/9-CL ..f.a?rtJehUOm~,ur­

:zs ONI-V oN![ o.& !"t',<!?U /111ZA.177#t-sovRa..s HR n!.z:sr=Acn .. ;ncs 

{)IZ o d AIL/ ;U 17-Tt-£. Co NriT//Jf# 19- TZtJ AI ,P ,eel .t7 LL/?1. 

~:nJ.i '!' •.:;IATH .. t; ~I,TlGORY: ('(}!JVOR,_- /k'fs ?/?C/.t-;yY IJEVJI'JTL-LJ rKb/71_ 

Tl/~ RLC?&f'E/?'JLA/rs or Y7i:s ;{?c:&tJL#YidN TO suo-j /TAl .£.:<TZN'r­

"'ri/!J-r"rl/.u?.t Is Sul'ilsi.-9-A./714-<- .A}cJAf C'Ci/?1/..t/4..-tKL; f<£~'/1 lilt_r 

f!JcJt;l/ )/ /9-> /2£c..t;dU!7 & sr:zm~rn:s r-£oM r-~ 6t£OL06!CI41-

Co/V :5 u L r/9-..Jr Co/71/.19-/I)/£S .-::-oR- ,&;V4L>'..x.s /9-N'.O sc//.3 s£9J~ 

C '-0 s J..ec_ o ~""" "'r4.c/£ L/}C:..Od.N ::;J:Ai .19-ccc;/??/~C4£.. t-<...J/-r-;/ e'C"A?AI- /24;;:s 



P['IAL r· MPUTATION WORKSHEET 

CO!l1oOny Nome u<w Ho\ls[O)Aet-s at-~ D 045 200424 
~egulation Violated: .J.C::;;: 9'0-=;. '14 Gl?oo.d.?'a/A'lZ/C /JM/11117:U346 /?£<1u11?Lm£A.Jr.s. 

!ssments for each violation should be determined on 5eparate worksheets and totalltd. 

Part 1 - 'eriousness of V1olet1on Penalty 

1. Potential for Harm: 

2. ~xtent of Deviation: 

3. Matrix Cell Range: 

Penalty Amount Chosen: 

Justification for Penalty 

$20-"" 20'/{ 
J/ 2 2,SOo 

Amount Chosen: yY\1:0 Pawl Ol= f2FHJG£ 

4. Per-Day Assessnent: 

Part II · "enolty Adjustments 

1. r~d faith efforts to comply/lack 
of good faith: 

2. Degree of willfulnes• and/or 
negligence: 

3. llfstory of tloncO!l1pliance: 

4. Cther Unique Factors: 

5. Justification for Adjustments: 

6. fdjusted Per-day Penalty {Line 4, 
Port I +Lines 1·4, rart II): 

7. Number of Days of Violation: 

8. ~ulti-day Penalty {Number of days X 
Line 6, "art II): 

* 
Percentage Change 

I 

Dollar Amount 

').:11 P'' 0 

~- economic Benefit of Noncompliance: 15, zs6 - S ££ Pr1TPrcJI t.P 
W• PerNnu'l 

Justification: G.Jrl. 5ysrVYI Ill o-r fill SVI9'-t-.6tJ 

U/JTX'- 6-85', 
10: Total (Lines 8 + 9, Part II): 

11. fl>ility to Pay Adjustment: Cot.Js,O£/L f} D£1.-{tyt;.J) 
PitY mt-.J ,.- sci{ c. .D v !$. 

Justification for Adjustment: 

. 
12. Total Penalty Amount 

(~a~st not exceed $25,000 per :/$?J '71 75'5 day of violation): 

Percentage adjustments are applied to the dollar amount calculated on Line 4, ~art I. 

G£N 



"'' .,, 'flON(S) VIOLAHO: 40 CFR 205.90 -?1.:/ 

• 


